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<. S. -> W ' 1 v S i Sv 

dated March 25, 2008. Applicant hereby requests a two mouth Extension of Time. The 
Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge the necessary fees to Deposit Account No. 50-0951. 

At the time of the Office Action, claims 1-4, 6, 7 and 12-21 were pending. In the Office 
Vctioj w p c es i wint re required ectk ere raised to claims 7 ai 

21. Claims 3, 4 ark " we trJ.cv 55 I S.C. C . -e> ■ , : \ v (1 ., .s -.6. 7, 

12-19 and 21 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 02(b). Claim 20 was rejected tinder 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103(a). The objections and rejections are discussed in more detail below. 

Qbjexc ..'P.*...-. > the Drawings 

M tile Office Action, the Examiner has required that annotated drawings sheets be 
submitted which show the changes made to the previous version of the drawings. Appropriately 
annotated sheets are duly submitted herewith, and a description of the amendments is included the 
amendment to drawings section of the present response. Additional replacement sheets are not 
enclosedpas they were included with the response to the previous Office Action. 

Withdrawal of the objection is thus respectfully requested. 

Oakn Re je^ 

ns 3, 4 are 13 wt c c nder 35 U.S.C. §112 >. e m_ 

indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
\j | n c c a ^ s 1 n \ ^ n I 1 A i " ei uCiA unm CI 

in a manner believed to overcome the rejections. Withdrawal of the rejection is thus respectfully 
requested. 

Hi, v 1 £ ns 

In the Office Action, claims 7 and 21 were objected to for an informality. Appropriate 
oruvKii n c suede luwan. and v <d ~ L < v ok. i - , v. It, In iw eeveJ. 



_ _ ch 

Claims 1-4. 6, 7, 12-39 and 21 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated 
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by U.S. Patent No. 5,662.473 to Rassoli et a!, thereafter ,% Rassoli"}. Claim 20 was rejected under 
"5 b( tj i'\~> i « >;/, s r e^c< 

The solution provided by Rassoli is aimed to solve the "problem of implant-body 
niis£ at 1 * i e raidtiple imp it-b dies stalk see column 2 >es >8-3 by 
creating customized post or abutments using "tapered conical form" around the upper (second) 
axisaadac> indrica eolu 
out at an angle from the base. 

The tapered post of Rassoli is not anatomically resent b I ant to a natural tooth nor are such 
shapes proposed by Rassoli. In order to resemble a tooth, there must be an anatomical margin, not 
just a tapered and/or cylindrical post. Some of the tooth shapes Included in the claims also require 
shaping to ih x>d e gins s , e non i shape ending on what 

tooth position the coping is designed to mimic. None of these features, which are required in order 
to have an c sembiant shape have been disclosed or suggested in the ft .< ssoli prior an. 

The margins of Rassoli are formed by the circular mounting flange 40, which has a tapered outer 
surface 42 to align with the tapered surface 24 of the base 10. Thus, these pieces form a tapered,, 
conical shape, which is symmetrical about the central axis 43. The different patterns that are 
>ed in /i IT c iegiet xuveent e two axes 43 and 45 

- see column 4. lines 33-37, not in the shape of the conical post. In addition the solution provided 
by Rassoli cannot work without introducing at least different heights of the margin (tapered outer 
sm v . ^ 1 >v v v v e 1 3 i angi if the i i e s no 

referred lo. Hence, the Rassoli pattern is not anatomical including an incisor. 

ITe L»at els * eal ■• mt < 1 j etc tegrated in the 

testoiative \> e-' >r > the - * v v - c n he - / - l4 v ms 3b< t jr.! e, lines 

i syste n eed Rassoli is specifically intended to he used to 
create a east custom abutment, and so the technician is expected to machine or add wax or plastic 
to achieve the necessary anatomical shape. This requires much more work than the solution 
k co i ^ \\ 1 s l ! \ ~> i n s s It 

ondc'eut|.a - Ci f ^ *v. i.arh 

individually milled and trimmed if desired. 

Tims, based on the foregoing, it is clear that Rassoli describes a solution to create 
customized abutments but which are not provided with any anatomically reserablant shapes but 
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instead with different mguia i \ th ibsequeni xtra m k >\ ng eqaired to aeate the 
anatomical fonn of die restorative prosthesis. To die contrary, the presently chimed abutment 
coping and et bly dt 

mate \\h 1 :tegratcd A \ abutme d umnomk op igs 

it 1 ^ \ i xiieved to be patentable. Als 

dependent claims are believed to be patentable due to their dependence on an allowable base claim 
ma ret i oe ! :LL: , c, it. n..e\ jeered \rr } e j 

V, Concfpskm 

to present claim ^ > Land 

it s hits be eved 1 at a ras art co dition for i )wa * N<s et reless \ppiieant invites 
the Examiner to call the undersigned if it is believed that a telephonic interview would expedite the 
prosecution of the application to an allowance. In view of the foregoing remarks, Applicant 
respectful U w. . - - reconsideration and prompt allowance of the pending claims. 



Res [- e > t d t - > ; s bin red. 





Mark D. Passler 

Registration No 4 L764 

Sarah E, Smith 

Registration No. 50,488 

AKfcttMAN SI 

Post Office Box 3188 

West Palm Beach, Ft 33402-3188 

Telephone: (561)653-5000 
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